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NATIONAL RIGHT TO LIFE COMMITTEE

P.0.Box 9365 Washington, D.C. 20005
President
JUAN J. RYAN, Esq. Tel: (202) 638-6235
1351 Springfield Avenue
New Providence, New Jersey 07974

Vice-President

JEROME FRAZEL, Esq.
10036 South Winchester
Chicago, Illinois 60612

July 10, 1970

Dear Friend,

We ask you to fill out the enclosed questionnaire, even if you find it im-

possible to attend the meeting at Barat College. Please consider the work
involved in completing the questions part of your preparation to the meeting.
Feel free to add extended comments on the separate pieces of paper.

Please return the questionnaire as soon as possible. We intend to have
the results summarized and available for distribution at the opening of our
meeting.

The enclosed map will help you locate Barat College (700 Westleigh Rd.).
Taxi from O'Hare Airport to the College should cost approximately $12.00.
If you are in a group you might share the ride. A Continental Transport Bus
runs directly from the airport to Lake Forest (1 hr. and 15 minutes), at the
cost of $2.00 per person. It would then be a short taxi ride (2 miles) from
Lake Forest to Barat College. The schedule for the Continental Transport
Bus is listed on the reverse side of the map.

Sincerely yours,

ikl Tayler

(MR.) MICHAEL TAYLOR
Executive Secretary

Enclosure:



President

JUAN J. RYAN, Esq.

1351 Springfield Avenue

New Providence, New Jersey 07974

Vice-President

JEROME FRAZEL, Esq.
10036 South Winchester
Chicago, Illinois 60612

Dear Friend: —

NATIONAL RIGHT TO LIFE COMMITTEE
P.0.Box 9365 Washington, D.C. 20005

Tel: (202) 638-6235

July 2, 1970

Enclosed is the agenda for the national meeting of the Right to

Life Movement, as was promised in our recent letter.

the enclosed card and mail it back to us as soon as possible. Again,

your attendance is strongly urged.

Shortly, we shall be sending out questionnaires on the major

parts of the program.

Sincerely yours,

Wil 7 Ty

MICHAEL A. TAYLOR
Executive Secretary

MT:ms
Enclosure:

Please fill out




NATIONAL MEETING: RIGHT TO LIFE MOVEMENT

Barat College
Chicago, Illinois
(July 31--August 2, 1970)

AGENDA
FRIDAY, JULY 31, 1970
5:00 p.m. DINNER
6:00 p.m. REGISTRATION
8:00 p.m. WELCOME
8:15 p.m. OVERVIEW OF DEVELOPMENTS IN 1970
8:30 p.m. STATE-BY-STATE REPORTS
9:15 p.m. REPORTS OF SELECT R.T.L. GROUPS
9:45 p.m. FILM. DISCUSSION
10:00p.m. REFRESHMENTS

SATURDAY, AUGUST 1, 1970

"THE ABORTION DECISION"

9:30 a.m. BETWEEN THE PATIENT AND HER PHYSICIAN:
* Physician has two patients (fetology)
* Why does a woman need an abortion?

10:15 a.m. IS THERE A PUBLIC HEALTH PROBLEM ?

10:45 a.m. COFFEE BREAK

11:00 a.m. SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY OF THE ‘MEDICAL
PROFESSION

11:30 a.m. SMALL GROUP DISCUSSIONS

12:30 p.m. LUNCH



SATURDAY, AUGUST 1, 1970 (continued)

2:00 p.m.

2:45 p.m.
2205 pam.

3:30 p.m.

5:00 p.m.
6:00 p.m.

8:00 p.m.

9:30 p.m.

10:00 p.m.

SUNDAY, AUGUST 2, 1970

9:30 a.m.
11:00 a.m.

11:15 a.m.

12:30 p.m.

FUNDAMENTAL CONCEPTS OF AMERICAN
LAW RE ABORTION

WHAT IS HAPPENING IN THE COURTS?
COFFEE BREAK

Two concurrent sessions will be held:

1 ELEMENTS OF A POSITIVE LEGISLATIVE

PROGRAM ON BEHALF OF UNBORN CHILD

2. THE LEGAL QUESTIONS INVOLVED IN
THE COURT CASE

BREAK
DINNER

IMPORTANT RELATED ISSUES
* Population Explosion; Government

Involvement in Social Questions,
Ere .
FILM

REFRESHMENTS

THE PUBLIC RELATIONS PROGRAMS
COFFEE BREAK

FINAL SESSION: STATE & NATIONAL
ORGANIZATION

LUNCH. DEPARTURE



NATIONAL RIGHT TO LIFE COMMITTEE
NATIONAL MEETING

Barat College
Chicago, Illinois
July 31--August 2, 1970

FRIDAY, JULY 31, 1970

5:00 p.m. REGISTRATION
6:00 p.m. DINNER
8:00 p.m. WELCOME-OVERVIEW OF DEVELOPMENTS

Mr. Juan Ryan, Esq.
President, National Right to Life Comm.

8:20 p.m. QUESTIONNAIRE REPORT
Mr. Michael Taylor

8:50 p.m. NRTL POSITION IN RE ORGANIZATION
Aims & Purposes - Prospects for
the Future - Fr. James T. McHugh

9:10 p.m. REPORTS OF SELECT GROUPS
Lansing
Minnesota - Mrs. Alice Hartle
New Jersey - Rev. Edwin Palmer

9:45 p.m. FILM "THE COMMITTEE" - DISCUSSION

10:15 p.m. REFRESHMENTS

SATURDAY, AUGUST 1, 1970

9:30 a.m. ABORTION DECISION BETWEEN PATIENT &
HER PHYSICIAN
Chairman - Dr. Herbert Ratner
Fetology - Dr. Bart Hefferman
Ob.~-Gyn. - Dr. Fred Mechlenburg
Statistics - Dr. Denis Cavanagh

10:45 a.m. COFFEE BREAK



11:00 a.m.

12:00 p.m.

1:30 p.m.

1:50 p.m.

2:10 p.m.

2:30p.m.

3:15 p.m.

3:30 p.m.

5:Q0.p.m .
6:00 p.m.

8:00 p.m.

9:30 p.m.
10:00 p.m.

SUNDAY, AUGUST 2, 1970

9:30 a.m.

10:15 a.m.

11:15a.m.

12:30 p.m.

FUNDAMENTAL CONCEPTS OF LAW
Child's Right to Life - Jerome Frazel

LUNCH

WHAT'S HAPPENING IN COURTS
Overview of cases - Dennis Horan

SPECIFIC LEGAL ISSUES
(9th Amend ., etc.) - John Archibold

QUESTIONS

CONCURRENT SESSIONS
1. Positive Legislative Program in Support of
Maternal Health and Child Development
2. Constitutional Question (Lawyers)

COFFEE BREAK

BACKUP PROGRAMS
Birth right - Mrs. Louise Summerhill, Toronto,
Canada

BREAK
DINNER

RELATED ISSUES
Population Control and Abortion - Dr. Ratner
"Better not to have a Law" - Rev. William Hunt
(Fr. Drinan's Position)
Problems for Hospitals - Fr. McHugh
FILM "WHOSE RIGHT?"
REFRESHMENTS

THE GOVERNMENT RELATIONS PROGRAM - Mr.Haley

THE PUBLIC RELATIONS PROGRAM - Mr. Haley,
Fr. Roache - Dealing with TV & Newspapers, etc.

FINAL SESSION: STATE & NATIONAL ORGANIZATION
Feedback from participants

LUNCH. DEPARTURE



LEGAL REPORT

— — — — — — — — — — —

Court Cases

Within the last two years a movement has developed to challenge
the constitutionality of the abortion laws in the various states. Most
recently the proponents of repeal have challenged the ALI type law in
Colorado. Only one case has come to a conclusion (the Belous case
in California), but in that instance the controversy had been mooted
by the passage of the new law., At the present time litigations are
proceeding in at least 16 states: California, Colorado, District of
Columbia, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, New Jersey, South Dakota, Texas,Vermont, Wisconsin.
The U.S. Supreme Court has so far accepted appeals on two cases, U.S.

v. Vuitch (Washington, D.C.) and Babbitz v. McCann et.al. (Wisconsin).
Ultimately the U,S. Supreme Court will probably consolidate several
appeals. It is difficult to predict how the court will handle these.
It should not be forgotten that whatever action the court takes, it
will be very wary of impinging on legislative responsibilities., All
efforts on the legislative level must continue,

The following paragraphs.are intended as commentary on specific
cases and on the legal issues being raised.

Description of Cases

The United States Constitution, as interpreted by the Supreme
Court, guarantees to every citizen the right to be able to reasonably
determine when and if he is committing a crime. If the particular law
under which an individual stands convicted leaves uncertain the point
at which a person crosses the border into criminality, then that law
is considered to be "unconstitutionally vague" and incapable of
enforcement. It was this constitutional guarantee which was utilized
by the California Supreme Court when it reversed the conviction of Dr.
Leon Belous, in the latter half of 1969, for conspiring to aid in the
procurement of an abortion. Shortly thereafter, a local federal court
held that the abortion statute in the District of Columbia was -
unconstitutionally vague and was, therefore, unenforceable. While both



laws were found to be vague, there was a distinct difference between
the two. The old California statute allowed an abortion only to save
the life of the expectant mother. The Washington law permitted an
abortion when necessary to preserve her life or health.

The court in the District of Columbia case clearly stated that the
legislative branch of the government had the authority to promulgate
regulations concerning the performance of abortions (but held that it
must do so more clearly). In contrast, a federal court in Wisconsin
recently brought itself more into line with the policy of the American
Civil Liberties Union and the Womens' Liberation Movement by declaring
that the law has no authority to tell a woman what she may or may not
do with her unquickened child. (Quickening usually is viewed as
occurring between the fourth and fifth month of the pregnancy). This
decision, rendered in March of this year, has been appealed to the
United States Supreme Court. For procedural reasons, it is likely that
this case will be the first clear-cut test of an abortion law to reach
the Court.

Since the decision in Wisconsin, a federal court in Texas has also
held that State's abortion statute to be unconstitutional., The Texas
court found that the law in that State interfered with the woman's
choice to have, or not to have, children, and thus infringed upon
fundamental constitutional rights such as marital privacy and fundamental
control of one's body. :

A lower state court in South Dakota has also declared that State's
abortion law to be unconstitutional. The judge adopted the reasoning
of the federal court in the Wisconsin case and held that state
regulation of abortion was an unconstitutional invasion of individual
right. The court apparently assumed a legislative mantle when it also
stated that, since society's interests were not served by this particular
abortion statute, it should therefore be considered invalid.

None of these decisions, however, is conclusive. Appeals are
currently pending in every one except the decision of the California
Supreme Court. The United States Supreme Court rejected the appeal of
the California Attorney General because, apparently, any decision would
be moot since the old statute had been superseded by the California
Legislature's adoption of a modified ALI abortion law. The National
Right-to-Life Committee has encouraged the filing of "friend-of-the-
court"” briefs in each of these appeals so that the higher courts can be
made aware of all the facets of the problem before reaching their decision.

Recent judicial pronouncements have, however, also provided many
encouraging indications. In Massachusetts, for instance, an intermediate
appelate court declared last year that that State's abortion law was
constitutional and capable of enforcement. Likewise, in Minnesota a
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federal court recently declared that it had no business passing upon the
constitutionality of the State's abortion statute in a criminal abortion
prosecution. That prosecution is currently in trial and, last week, the
trial court rejected a petition to dismiss on constitutional grounds, :
In Louisiana recently as well, the state Supreme Court rejected a
constitutional challenge to the abortion statute.

Decisions are currently being awaited on a review of a criminal
abortion prosecution by the Vermont Supreme Court; as well as on constitu-
tional challenges in federal courts in Illinois and Georgia concerning
those states' respective abortion laws. While they have not yet come to
trial, constitutional challenges to state abortion legislation have also
been filed in federal courts in New Jersey, Colorado, Kentucky, Missouri,
and Indiana. All of these challenges contend that the respective laws
are vague and that they unduly interfere with the right of a woman to
- decide whether she wants to bear the particular child she is carrying and

with the right of the woman to determine what she wants to do with her
own body,

Fyndamental Legal Issues

The general trend among the proponents of abortion liberalization
has been to concentrate on the judicial as well as the legislative forums,
The ultimate goal is to remove the law completely from the area of
abortion by having the courts declare that any such regulation is, on
. its face, unconstitutional. The challenges generally take the position
that abortion regulation is an undue interference with the control over
one's body, that it effectuates the establishment of the particular moral
code of one or more religious sects, and that it interferes with sound
medical practice. £

g Numerous sound legal arguments can, of course, be juxtaposed to -

. those advance@ by proponents of abortion liberalization. For instance,
the fact that homicide and theft are also proscribed by various religious
sects does not render laws against those evils contitutionally infirm.
Also, for over two hundred years English and American law has conferred
upon the unborn child property rights which tend to view that child as a
hunan being. Likewise tort law, keeping pace with developments in the
medical sciences, allows an upborn child to sue for damages inflicted
upon him while 1n the womb; and allows his parents - if that child dies
in the womb through the fault of another - to sue the perpetrator of the
fault for wrongful death of their child. In addition, at least one state
supreme court has held that the right of the unborn Chlld to continued
existence takes precedence even over the fundamental right of the parents
to the free exercise of their religion.
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All in all, the law has consistently established certain procedural
safeguards around fundamental rights to which the unborn was entitled.
That most fundamental of rights - not to be deprived of life without
due process of the law - cannot be ignored.

However, these arguments must be demonstrated to any court consider-
ing aboprtion litigation through the intervention of interested state
right-to-life groups. In one federal court challenge to a state abortion
statute a doctor was allowed to enter the case as an intervenor on
behalf of all unborn children in that state. This enabled his attorneys
to offer testimony, call witnesses, cross~-examine witnesses called by the
other side and engage, as full participants, in the actual controversy
involved. In other states lawyers interested in speaking on behalf of
the unborn child were allowed to enter the cases as "friends-of-the-
court” thus enabling them to submit briefs and memoranda explaining their
position to the judges who would finally rule in the particular case,

In many states right-to-life groups have retained and/or encouraged
interested attorneys to become involved in this litigation.

3

- The National Right-to-Life Committee has consistently been ready to
provide whatever assistance and information is available to interested
parties in this type of litigation. In all but three of the.cases
discussed earlier, the Committee has become involved in providing the
respective attorneys with copies of recent articles and decisions, as
well as the results of various research efforts concerning the abortion
issue, The judicial problem is not an insoluable one. It is an area in
which our various organizations can have a great deal of effect. Contact
with the National Committee, and an awareness that local attorneys can

exert a great deal of 1nf1uence in this type of litigation, will help
the courts to hear both sides of the argument, and will assist in
making them fully aware of the many facets of the problem and the
ramifications of their decisions.

Martin F. McKernan, Jr.
National Right-to-Life Committee
Washington, D.C. 20005

July, 1970



FILM RESOURCES

ABORTION

THE COMMITTEE, A film presentation of the Illinois Right to Life Com-
mittee, Available from: ACTA, L848 N. Clark Street, Chicago, Illinois 60640
Purchase Price: $100.00.

"The Committee” represents a substantial commitment of effort and re-
sources on the part of a group of lawyers, physicians and interested citi-
zens who constitute the Illinois Right to Life Committee. This group, a-
ware of the ultimate implications of totally liberal abortion legislation,
decided to pinpoint the issues in a clear and forceful manner for presen-
tation to the general public. They contacted with a professional film com-
pany to produce this thoughtful and imaginative presentation.

The producer characterizes "The Committee" as a reflection on abortion
and its implications for society. Who - in any society - shall decide who
is to live and who is to die? By what norms? These questions are raised in
their unique modern context, that is, the new possibilities created by scien-
ce. In light of the scientific advance, the film focuses on the ethical is-
sues that are part of the continuing discussion about life and death. "The
Committee" highlights the issues and stimulates discussion. It should be
followed by a panel discussion that will further explore the legal, ethical
and social implications of abortion on demand. To this purpose, the I1li-
nois Right to Life Committee has published a discussion manual to accompany

the film.

WHOSE LIFE? is an original drama by Harding LeMay about abortion and
the problems which arise when a wife and mother decides that she does not
want any more children. Well done. Originally produced by NBC-TV for its
Sunday morning "Guideline" series. 26 minutes. Black and White. 16mm.
Write to: Wational Catholic Office for Radio and Television, The Chrysler
Building, New York, New York 10017. Purchase price: $144.00. Rental $15.00
per day and $30.00 per week.

LIFE BEFORE BIRTH (PART II). A Life filmstirp (#252) which presents
photos of fetal development from implantation to birth, accompanied by ex-
cellent commentary. Color. 88 frames. Write to: Life Educational. Program,
Box 834, Radio City Station, New York, New York 10019. Cost: %7500}”
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THE RIGHT TO LIFE. A film strip, narrated by Loretta Young, which re-
sponds to the arguments advocated in favor of liberalization of the abortion
laws. 25 minutes. Write to: The Roper Co., 8609 N. W. Plaza Drive, Dallas,
Texas 75225. Cost $18.54,

IS ABORTION A RIGHT? A factual panel presentation opposing reform or -
repeal of abortion legislation with Mrs. Valerie Dillon (noted sex education
author), Robert Byrn of Fordham Law School and member of Governor Rockefell-
er's commission to review abortion legislation, and Dr. Frank Ayd ( Baltimore
psychiatrist ). The material presented is accurate and substantial. 30 min-
utes. Black and White. 16mm. Write to: Right to Life Committee 32 E. 5lst
Street, New York, New York 10022. Purchase only: $100.00.

INDICATIONS FOR A THERAPEUTIC ABORTION. An open panel discussion. The
moderator is ti:: Hon. Richard Lamm, Attorney and State Legislator from Colo-
rado. Panelists: Allan F. Guttmacher, M. D., President of Planned Parenthood
and World Population; Frank J. Ayd, Jr., M. D. 31 minutes. Black and White.
16mm. Order by title and number (T-1720). Write to: National Medical Audio-
Visual Center (Annex), Station K, Atlanta, Georgia 30324. The film should
be requested at least three weeks before the preferred showing date; if pos-
sible, two alternate showing dates should be given. Free on request.

ABORTION AND THE LAW. A documentary that deals with the social, economic,
medical, moral and legal viewpoints about abortion. Includes interviews with
women who had abortions, Roman Catholic and Protestant clergymen, doctors and
lawyers. Examines attitudes and laws concerning abortion in other countries.
Originally produced by CBS-TV (1964), 52 minutes. Black and White. 16mm.
The format is attractive for educational purposes, but teacher or discussion
leader should review contents beforehand. Some statistics are weak and much
information is dated. At points it implies that abortion laws are based on
particular religious beliefs. For purchase write to: Carousel Films, 1501
Broadway, Suite 1503, New York, New York 10036. Cost: $250.00. TFor rental
write Carousel Films for local distributor. Fee: approximately $15-20.

VISUAL AID RESOURCES

"Life Before Birth" - a Life Reprint (#27): Lennart Nilsson's famous
pictures and text that trace the human embryo from fertilization to 28 weeks'
development. Write to: Life Education Program, Box 834, Radio City Station,
New York, New York 10019. Cost: 75¢ each for the first 20 copies and 25¢
each for additional copies.




BIPB LI OGRAPHY

Basic Reading and Resources

Abortion in the United States. (ed) Mary S. Calderone, M. D. New York:
Hoeber-Harper, 1958 (currently out of print). This is a report
of the conference held in 1958 to gather factual information on
the nature and extent of illegal abortion and its relationship
to therapeutic abortion. A good overall picture as of 1958.

_Abortion and the Law. (ed) David Smith. Cleveland: Western Reserve
University Press, 1967. A compilation of papers by doctors
and lawyers that appeared as a symposium in the December, 1965

Western Reserve Law Review. Very good for overview of the pro-
blem.

The Terrible Choice: The Abortion Dilemma. (ed) Robert E. Cooke, M. D.
et. al. New York: Bantam Books, 1968. Includes various scholar-
1y papers presented at the International Symposium on Abortion.
Although detailed with the current scientific findings, the arti-

cles are set forth in a popular tone. A valuable source of inform-
-ation.

Quay, Eugene. "Justifiable Abortion: Medical and Legal Foundations,"
The Georgetown Law Journal, Vol. 49, Nos. 2 and 3 (Winter '60-
Spring '61), 173-256, 395-538.

An Annotated Bibliography of Induced Abortion. (ed.) Gunnar K. af Gei-
jerstam, M. D. Center for Population Planning, 1225 S. Univer-
sity Avenue, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan L8104,
1969. 359 pp. Paper. 1175 items listed. Comprehensive regarding
topics and countries.

New Studies

Callahan, Daniel. Abortion: Law, Choice and Morality. New York: Collier-
MacMillan, 1970. $1L4.95. On the basis of vast resources a noted
moralist presents a creative analysis of the agbortion question.
from a world-wide perspective. Because of the methodology employ-

ed by the author, the book requires a complete readlng before it
can be adequately understood and criticized.




Grisez, Germaine. Abortion: the Myths, the Realities, and the Arguments.
Cleveland: Corpus Instrumentorum, Sept. 1970. Paper: $6.95. Hard-
back: $15.00. A comprehensive account of all aspects of the abor-
tion question: medical, biological, religious, sociological, ethi-
cal and legal. John R. Connery, S. J. in the March issue- of Theo-
logical Studies: "I would not hesitate to recommend this book to
anyone interested in becoming knowledgeable in this area." (176)

Noonan, John T., Jr. The Morality of Abortion: Legal and Historical Per-
spectives. Cambridge, Mass: Harvard University Press, Sept. 1970.
$§ 95. Seven scholars probe some very necessary moral and legal
issues of the continuing abortion controversy and generally con-
clude that unrestricted abortion is wrong. The editor has contri-
buted an article entitled "An Almost Absolute Value in History"
and has collaborated with David W. Louisell, alse Professor of
Law at the University of California, Berkeley, on "Constitutional
Balance". "Reference Points in Deciding about Abortion" and
"A Protestant Ethical Approach" have been contributed by Paul
Ramsey and James M. Gustafson, Professor of Chirstian Ethics at
Princeton and Yale, respectively. Harvard's Hollis Professor of
Divinity, George Huntston Williams has written "Sacred Condominium'.
John M. Finnis, Professor lof Law, University College, Oxford,
has contributed "Three Schemes of Regulation"; and Bernard Haring,
CSSR, Professor of Moral Theology, Academia Alfonsiana, Rome, has
written "A Theological Evaluation." Of these recent studies this
one may well be the most significant and useful.

Theological Studies, Vol. 31 (March, 1970). Seven noted authors partici-

pate in this symposium on abortion. The first two articles, that
by Andre E. Hellegers, M. D., "Fetal Developments", and that by
George H. Williams, "Religious Residues and Presuppositions in
the American Debate on Abortion", are of exceptional worth. The
first section of Williams' article, an historical study of the
faith traditions, is recommended reading.

New Publications

Let Us Be Born: the Inhumanity of Abortion. By Robert E. and Mary R. Joyce.
With Foreward by Juan J. Ryan, Esq. President, National Right to
Life Committee. Chicago: Franciscan Herald Press, 1970. Paper:
$1.95. The authors seek to bring the deeper issues of the abor-
tion question before a broad audience. Their presentation is read-
able, honest, and challenging.

Child and Family - "The Case Against Abortion" (reprint of Winter 1968
issue). This excellent reprint presents five experts who chall-
enge the position of the proponents of abortion: Herbert Ratner,
M. D., "A Public Health Physician Views Abortion"; Eugene F. Dia-
mond, M. D., "A Pediatrician Views Abortion"; Sister Mary Patricia,
"A Mental Health Expert Views Abortion"; Dr. Immenuel Jakobovits,
Head Rabbi of Englend, "Jewish Views on Abortion"; Rev. Charles
Carroll, ZProtestant Chaplain, University of California, San Fran-
cisco Medical Center, "Liberalized Abortion - A Critique". This
booklet is ideal for distribution in quentity. Single copies:
$1.00. Bulk rates: 5 or more - 80¢ each; 10 or more - 70¢ each:

25 or more - 60¢ each; 50 or more - 50¢ each. Write to: Child
and Family, Box 508, Oak Park, Illinois 60303.
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25 or more - 60¢ each; 50 or more - 50¢ each. Write to: Child
and Family, Box 508, Oak Park, Illinois 60303

Life Educational Reprints

"Life Before Birth" - (#27) Lennart Nilsson's famous pictures, with text,
that trace the human embryo from fertilization to 28 weeks deve-
lopment.

"The Moment Life Begins" - (#53) A clear and detailed study of human
conception. With full-color photographs of the developing egg,
the reprint examines the genetic processes that make every human
being unique. A second section reports on fubture possibilities
of research already underway: mechanical placentas, cold-storage
embryos for long space travel, and replication of an entire organ-
ism from a single cell.

Write to: Life Education Program, Box 834, Radio City Station, New York,

New York 10019. Cost: T75¢ for each for the first copies and 25¢ each
for additional copies.

Books and Articles

Augenstein, Leroy. "It's Later Than We Think", Ecumenist (March-April
1969), 41-43. A biophysicist probes the new value guestions that
science is raising for man.

Cavanagh, Denis, M. D. "Reforming the Abortion Laws: A Doctor Looks at
the Case", America (April 18, 1970), 406-L411.

Comnery, John R. "Law and Conscience", America (Feb. 21, 1970), 178-181.
Includes a discussion of the conscience clause in abortion laws.

Diamond, James J., M. D. "Humanizing the Abortion Debate", America (July

19, 1969), 36-39.

Granfield, David. The Abortion Decision. New York:Doubleday, 1969.

Kindregan, Charles. Abortion, the Law, and Defective Children: A Legal-
Medical Study. Cleveland: Corpus Instrumentorum, 1969.

Liley, H. M. I. Modern Motherhood: Pregnancy, Childbirth, and the Newborn
Baby. Foreward by Virginia Apgar. New York:Random House, 1909
(rev.)

McDonagh, Edna. "Ethical Problems in Abortion", Irish Theological Quarter-
1y 35 (1968), 269-72.
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Noonan, John T., Jr. "The Constitutionality of the Regulation of Abortion"
The Hastings Law Journal (Nov.1969), Vol. 21, No. 1, 51-65. A
sumary of fundamental legal aspects of the gbortion question.

. "Amendment of the Abortion Law: Relevant Data and Judicial Opin-
ion", The Catholic Lawyer (Spring, 1969), Vol. 15, 124-135.

Potter, Ralph B., Jr. "The Abortion Debate", in Updating Life and Death,
(ed.) Donald R. Cutler. (Boston: Beacon Press, 1968), 85-135.
There are other significant articles in this book which relate
to the abortion question.

Quinn, F. X. (ed). Population Ethics. Cleveland: Corpus Instrumentorum,
1968. ;

Shaw, Russell. Abortion on Trial. Dayton: Pflaum, 1968 (out of print).

Stevas, Norman St. John. ILife, Death, and the Law. Indiana University
Press, 1961

Vaux, Kenneth (ed) Who Shall Live?, Philadelphia: Fortress Press. 1970.

Wattenberg, Ben. "The Nonsense Explosion", The New Republic (April 4-11,
1970), 18-23.

The amicus briefs of Dr. Bart Heffernan (Illinois) and of Dr. William
Colliton zWashington, D. C.) in the case U. S. v. Vuitch contain ex-
tended and detailed bibliographies in the areas of law and medicine.

If one cares to obtain materials recommended by the proponents of abort-
ion, write to: Association for the Study of Abortion, 120 West 57th St.,
New York, New York 10019. For current information of the activities of
abortion advocates, read the AMA NEWS (The AMA NEWS, American Medical
Association, 535 N. Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 60610 - $10 per
year) and the OB. GYN. NEWS (4907 Cordell Avenue, Washington, D. C.
20014 - $18 per year.)




ABORTION

Printed Materials - Pricelist*

The National Right to Life Committee issues a monthly Newsletter
which reports recent trends and activities in abortion legislation
and notes worthwhile publications on abortion. Write: National Right
to Life Committee, P.0. Box 9365, Washington, D.C. 20005.

Books

The Terrible Choice: The Abortion Dilemma - & report on the various
scholarly papers presented at the International Symposium on
Abortion. Price - 95¢

Abortion Decision - by David Granfield., Presents alternative remedies
for those social ills which legalized abortions purportedly will
cure. Doubleday, Garden City, NY 11531, Price - $5.95.

Pamphlets

"Abortion on Demand" - by Russell Shaw. Small size booklet which can
be obtained from the National Right to Life Committee. Sample copy
free upon request. Bulk price - $10 per 100.

"Amendment of the Abortion Law: Relevaent Data and Judicial Opinion" -
by John T. Noonan, Jr. A review of several problem areas in the
ebortion controversy: the historical development in law regarding
the unborn child’s right to life; the meaning of statistical data
on deaths from abortions; status of medical research on the child
in the womb., National Right to Life Committee. Price - 154@; $12
per 100,




"Questions and Answers on Abortion" - National Right to Life Committee.
Price - $5 per 100. '

"When Pregnancy Means Heartbreak...Is Abortion the Answer?" - by
Eunice Kennedy Shriver.- A thoughtful discussion of the fundamental
values of the abortion. Price - 15¢@; $12 per 100,

"Abortion, the Law and the Common Good" - by Andre E. Hellegers, MD.
With thought and 'insight Dr. Hellegers responds to the most
commonly raised arguments for liberalization of the abortion
laws. Price - 15¢@; $10 per 100,

"Abortion: Some Theological and Sociological Perspectives" - by Rev.
‘James T. McHugh. Includes a discussion of the ethical and
theological dimensions of this debate in our society. Family
Life Division, USCC. Price - 15¢@; $9 per 100.

¥A11 these materials can be purchased through the Nationsl Right to
Life Committee, P.O. Box 9365, Washington, D.C. 20005. Tel: (202) 638-6235




PUBLIC RELATIONS

INTRODUCTI ON

When we speak of a public relations program in regard to the 1iberalization
of abortion laws, we must begin with the realization that we are not challenging the
present laws in most states, but we are waging a campaign against an organized

effort to totally repealror liberalize those laws.

The first and overriding responsibility of such a P.R. program is to pro-
vide as much accurate information as possible., This requires obtaining suqh infor-
mation from the disciplines of law, medicine, social sciences and religion, and
presenting it in a fashion that will have some meaning for the man in the street. It
also demands an understanding of what those who propose repealing or changing the
laws are saying, and some idea of how much public support they have for their

position,

Since the discussion usually involves a proposal to change the present
law as suggested by the American Law Institute's Model Penal Code, a thorough
understanding of that model statute is indispensible. The necessity for chahge is
most often based on a recitation of the increasing incidence of abortion, accompanied
by very general or vague statistics. It is therefore necessary to start with veri-

fiable statistics, to break them down and analyze them clearly.



It is also necessary for a Right to Life Committee to develop short, pre-
cise position papers on the medical, legal and religious aspects of the problem. It
is also important for all to understand the proper way to carry the program to the

legislature.

Following are some specific suggestions that should be followed quite

carefully:

(1) Look for cooperation from other groups and from individuals. It's
important to realize that others may be opposed to the repeal of all abor-
tion laws, but not so strongly opposed to some modifications. It is
important to know what type of modification they will accept and what they
will reject. It is important also to spell out the immediate implications
of a relaxed law, and to analyze what might be expected in future years to
extend the present liberalization. This leads to considering specific
qualifications or safeguards. It may also persuade some people that mod-
ification cannot be effected without too great a danger of total repeal or

irnoring of the law.

(2) A public information program requires the use of the media--radio,
TV, newspapers--and also the personal approach through public meetings

and discussions, a phone-call campaign, organization of neighborhood



groups, etc. Any of these attempts presumes a basic dec1sxon by the

.\‘;

nght to Life Committee

(3) . Dealing with Newspapers: The local newspaper is interested in
printmg the news of orgamzed groups, policy decisions of exlst.mg organ-
‘ 1zanons can be the substance of a news story In attempung to obtain

news coverage the followmg procedures should be observed

)

o (‘a)- Select a Publicity Chairman who establishes contacts with
- e'dito‘fs: of local oapers and with broadcast personnel., Keep a record
.. .of names, phone numbers, and working hours-and deadlines for

-each contact, -

' (b) ¥ Establish e fofrhat for a news release, set it up clearly, and
include the names of persons who may be contacted--usually the

Publicity Chairman.

(c) Be attentive: to details, present them clearly. Who said what,

++. when, where and to whom. How many were présent. What resolu-

tions were passed.

? (d) Type all news releases, double-spaced, and with wide margins.



(e) Deliver the release to the newspaper office, and either alert

someone beforehand by a phone call, or follow up the delivery with a

call,

NB: ' Read the papers regularly, "call' or drop a ﬁor.e to the editor or
your contact in reference to your stc;rgr, and occasionally in

reference to other stories in the same area of interest,

(f) Whenever you report a speech by a specialist, try to supply

a copy of the text or a typed summary of the speech.

(g) When you report a resolution of a group, it should be typed

out and, if possible, the vote count should be indicated.

(h)  Reaction to Newspaper Stories: The following 'incidents call
for a reaction, usually by way of a Letter to the Editor.
i. Editorial comment interlaced with a news account,
 § 1 Improper‘use of statistics in attgmpting to provide
background on perspectives.
iii, Continual editoralizing on one éide of the issue or a
- feature article on“one side.

iv. - Usually an editor who arranges a feature article on one
side--i.e., promoting change of the law--will also carry
an opposing view. It's the Publicity Chairman's job to
get someone to do such an articlé, and present it to the
editor for consideration.

National Right to Life Committee

P.O. Box 9365
Washington, D.C. 20005



Some items in this folder were not digitized because it contains copyrighted
materials. Please contact the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library for access to
these materials.
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Figures Tell Another Story
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By Thomas C. Jermann

Americans have been overwhelmed by
an avalanche of scare rheforic about the
“population explosion.” We have been as-
sured that it is not only the.greatest prob-
lem facing the world, but also our greatest
problem.

The rhetoric goes something like this:
_ If growth rates continue unchecked, in 600
years there will be one person for every
square yard of the earth’s surface. In 900
years a huilding 2,000 stories high cover-
ing the whole world will be needed to
house the immense throng. The exploding
U.S. population will keep pace: 375,000,000
Americans by A.D. 2000., 939,000,000 by
2050, and 2,350,000,000 by 2100.

Birth Rate Declines

Explosionists advocate unprecedented
measures to stem the force of this impend-
ing tidal wave of humanity. Suggested so-
lutions for the United States range from
tax disincentives to nearly unlimited abor-
tion and eventual government control.

All of this is In the face of a steadily de-
clining birth rate in the United States. The
birth rate and the number of babies horn
each year from 1957 to the present are:

Year . Births Rate
) 75y S S SRw el 4,308,000 28:3
BHIB o ahenn s e 4,255,000 24.5
BB L e sl s 4,295,000 24.3
151311 TR S SIS el 4,257,850  23.7
01 R e e 4,268,326 23.3
BOD2 0 . n e s e 4,167,362 22.4 ¢
OB ey, 8 e e, Wi 4,098,620 21.7
2 1717 O R S 1 4,027,490  21.0
TIDD T e a ey el 3,760,358 19.4
FHEHE & e L Bl 3,606,274 18.4
FOBT 0 o e e ek 3,520,999 17.8
1201 R e W e B © 3,470,000 17.4

The birth rate has declined every year
from a high of 25.3 per 1,000 in 1957 to a
low of 17.4 in 1968. The latter figure is the
Jowest in U.S. history.

The death rate, at 9.6, has remained al-
most unchanged in the last 20 years. As
our population grows older (which is be-
ginning to occur in consequence of the
smaller number of babies born each year)
the death rate must eventually rise to 15 in
accordance with our life exnwtancy of 70
years.

(If, in the face of the declining birth
rate, the death rate remained at 9.6 per-
manently, everyone could expect to live to
be 104 years old.)

An Overcapacity

A total of 800,000 fewer babies were:,

born in 1968 than in 1961. The conse-
quences of this have not yet been fully ap-
preciated, but these figures mean that in
1976 there will be 800,000 fewer third-grad-
ers in the nation’s classrooms than there
are today. This is not a hazy prognostica-
tion, because these children have already
been born. There will be an overcaepacity
in teachers, schools, and educational facil-
ities.

e P e NG <

Egma\ to Detuse Population ‘E

-

Dr. Jermann 13 ¢ professor of his-
tory at Rockhurst College, Konsas
City, Mo. This essay originally ap-
peared in the Kansas City Times.

" In view of theﬂe dechninﬁ' numbers and
the recent record-low blrth rates, it is
probable that the U.S. populatlon is al-
ready moving toward stabilization. It has
become apparent that the Census Bu-
reauw’s 1967 population estimates for the
Year 2000 are already outdated and must
be revised sharply downward.

These estimates varied from a high of
398,000,000, to an intermediate range be-
tween 336,000,000 and 308,000,000, to a low
of 283,000,000. The high and the intermedi-

ate estimates now seem fo be completely

out of the question; even the low estimate
may be too high. Some demographers now

think that the U.S. population will stabilize -

around the year 2000 at 245,000, 000 to 285 -
000,000.

Extending Too Far

The impact made by the explosion!sts
results partly from their extending trends
far into the future. Such Ilengthy exten-
sions are invalid, for they assume that all
population factors will remain constant.
Since population factors have a way of not
remaining constant, the longer a “‘trend”
is extended, the greater is the likelihood of
€rror.

. It is possible, moreover, even with the
use of reasonably short extensions, to
achieve forecasts that contradiet those of
the explosionists. One can note, for exam-
ple, the “frend” in the U.S. birth rate

from 25.3 in 1957 to 17.4 in 1968. If this

“trend’’ is extended only 22 years into the

future, the birth rate will be down to

zero.

Similarly, the birth rate declined
steadily from 30.1 in 1910 to 18.4 in 1936. If

in 19326 this “trend” had been extended

only 39 years into the future, births in the
United States would have ceased alto-
gether by 1975. This is not only invalid,
but ridiculous. Such procedure is, how-
ever, not nearly as ridiculous as extra-
polations that are mechanically extended
for 600 or 900 years.

The chief danger, however, in the scare

' rhetoric of ﬁlawnsta is that they tend to

reduce many of our major problems to
numbpers of people. They thus divert atten-
tion away from the actual couses of the
prohlems. To the extent that the distor-
tions and half-truths find credence, they
will retard much-needed solutions.

Crimes and Crowds

The ever-increasing rates of violent
crime are aftributed to population growth
and density. If crowded conditions cause
crime, the most crowded areas of the

world might legitimately be expected to

have the highest crime rates.

6*‘1

xplosionists’

Iiolland for exampie, where people arz

crowded tooether at a density of alinost
1,000 per square mile (compared with 57
per square mile in the United States),
should be a very dangerous place indeed.
The Dutch, however, who have one of the

~ lower crime rates in the Western worlg,

seem to be unaware of their predicament.

Perhaps they have not yet read such- A
Ehrlich’s  Popuiation.

books
Bomb.

To take another example, Great Britain
has 50,000,000 pecople crowded into an area
smaller than California. On the basls of
the explosionists’ rhetoric it is hard to un-
derstand why there are fewer murders in
the entire British Isles every year than
there are in Chicago or Cleveland, or
greater Kansas City. These examples sug-
gest that population density, in iiself,
does not produce crime,

as Paul

Findering Reforms

There is danger, however, that irre-
sponsible scare tactics may le\.rt public

‘attention to mere numbers of people.
. Progress in eliminating slums may be re-

" tarded, increased educational and voca-

tional assistance may be delayed, and
much-needed refornmis in prisons and
courts may not be undertaken.

Another favorite theme of the explosi-
onists is environmental pollution. This is,
of course, a problem of paramount impor-
tance. It cannot, however, be reduced to
mere numbers of people. Although more

" pecple produce more pollution, they also
- produce the wealth and the technology to
- combat it. The crucial factor ig determina-

tion. Alarmists, by directing attention
solely to numbers of people, tend to ob-

: scure the fact, admittedly unpleasant, that
- combating pollution requires large swums

of money.

.Oversimplification is heard even from
government officials, Robert H. Finch,
former Secretary of Mezalth, Education,
and Welfare, when asked what people

. could do on a voluntary basis to improve

the environment, said: “I would begin by
recommending that they start by having
only two children.”

This is not the heart of the problem. If
population growth in the United States

. ceases today, rivers will remain ecological

slums, and air over some cities will re-
main unbreathable until massive and
costly efforts are undertaken to remedy
these deplorable conditions. To the extent
that environmental problems are obscured
by simplistic rhetoric, they will continue
to go unresolved.

CONTINUED ON PAGE 2
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1,190 Abortions in 23 Days '

* Reported by City Hospitals|

- The Health and Hospital
‘Corporation reported yesterday P
.that 1,190 abortions had been.j
“performed in the city’s munici-!
pai nospi}talls betwe'en July 11

B R L =
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THE EVENING STAR A-11
Washington, D. C. *n
Wednesday, July 22, 1970 :

N.Y. Says 3 Died
After Abortions

* NEW YORK (AP) — Three
deaths among the more than
2,000 women who have had abor-
tions in the city since the law
was eased on July 1 were re-
vealed yesterday.

- When the new state law wae
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ABORTION SURVEILLANCE REPORT
Hospital Abortions
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Preface

“ This report summarizes information received from state health departments,
university hospitals, and other pertinent sources, domestic and foreign. It is

“intended primarily for the use of those with responsibility for family planning

evaluation and hospital abortion planning.
* . Contributions to this report are most welcome. Please Address:

National Communicable Disease Center

Attn: Chief, Family Planning Evaluation Activity
Epidemiology Program

Atlanta, Ceorgia 30333

" National Communicable Disease Center..........David J. Sencer, M.D., Director
.. Epidemiology ProgremesscesssesssessssAlexander D. Langmuir, M.D., Director

Pgmily Planning Evaluation Activity.....Carl W. Tyler, Jr., M.D,, Chief
John D. Asher, M.D.,
Abortion Surveillance Officer
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. I.: SUMMARY

y

T B R O L B TR el

* . The need for abortion surveillance is based on a lack of accurate inci-
dence, prevalence, morbidity, and mortality data. This report summarizes
hospital abortion reports from five selected hospitals and four state health
departments., For clarity a list of basic definitions is included. "All states

.. reporting show increasing hospital abortion activity. In 1969 five states

. passed new abortion legislation, and 24 other states considered new bills.,

... A1l reports suggest that attitudes as well as laws are major determinants of
. abortion practices, and they are changing. An international report from @

‘Fngland and Wales indicates widespread acceptance and implementation of the i
Abortion Act of 1967 both in National Health Service and in private hospitals.

. II.  INTRODUCTION

' Abortion surveillance developed out of a need for data on this important

';,férm of fertility control in this country. The incidence and prevalence of
;f"induced abortion in the United States_ are unknown. Abortion-related morbidity
. s also unknown and mortality is S under- -reported, perhaps by as much as 50 per-

cent.* In 1966 thé National Center for Health Statistics reported 189 maternal
‘deaths associated with the complications of abortion. Those deaths represent
18 percent of all maternal deaths for that year the,leadlng single cause of

- maternal mortality.

3 This report deals with hospital abortions reported from various areas of
.the country in 1969. Colorado was the first state, in 1967, to alter its.

- abortion law substantially¥; by the end of 1969 10 other states had passéd
...s:new abortion legislation. In the three states (California, Colorado, and
.[?] Ceorgia) with available data, . steadily increasing numbers of abortions have Y
-..been performed in hospitals since enactment of the new laws. It will be }\
' important to follow these early trends in future reports.

To meet the increasing need for hospital abortion care some medical centers

“are already engaged in planning new forms of delivery of this health service.?

Projecting future needs accurately depends upon the collection of surveillance

. 'data on a nationwide basis. The rapid analysis of this information and its
f*'ready availability to state health departments, departments of obstetrics and

~gynecology, and other interested parties will make it useful for hosp1ta1
state, and national planning.
If rational decisions about the complex relationships between hospital

' abortion and non-hospital abortion, contraceptive usage, and changes in U.S.
- fertility rates are to be made, it will be essential to include information
'‘‘from as many states and hospitals as passible in future years.

‘% Mississippi altered .its existlng abortion law in 1966 by adding rape as an

indication for hospita] abortlon. - " . FORBN
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" ITi.  DEFINITIONS

. Aboztion: 'the termination of a pregnancy at any time before ‘the fetus has

.attained a stage of viability." "4 " This definition includes both spontaneous
-and induced abortions; however, as used in this report the term abortion will .
'g’always mean hospltal abortion only.

l,Hosthal Abortion: An abbrtion induced in a hospital or hospital facility by
the authority of and under the conditions stipulated by the state abortion law,
- The term "therapeutic abortion" came into use when almost all hospital, or
legally induced, abortions were done to "preserve or protect the life of the
‘mother," With broader indications for hospital abortions, the term "thera-
peutic” has become less applicable in its former narrow sense.

'bespitél Abortion Ratio: The hospital abortion ratio is the number of hospital.

“ abortions per 1,000 live births. When the denominator is expressed as total

2 blrths, or when data used are provisional or from the preceeding year, this is
pecified in a footnote.

~'Marital Status:

! Married: Any woman married at the time of abortion.
. Ummarried: Any woman never married, separated, widowed, or divorced at

the time of abortion,

IV, HOSPITAL REPORTS 3 3

ol Mos spital reports are now being collected from fiyg"selected’institutions,
representing three parts of the country. Included are three public hospitals,

! fone private hospital, and one hospital serving both ward and private patients.

il Table 1 shows the hospital abortion ratios for these five institutions.,
w“Uﬂ1v0151ty Hospital of New York, a-private institution, reported 71 abortions’
per.1,000 live births. Bellevue, a public hospital aff111ated with the same

o medical school, reported 45 abortions per 1,000 live births, which was nine

. times as many abortions on a proportional ba31s as reported by Grady Memorial
- in Atlanta, also a publicly supported, university-affiliated hospital. The

. Johns Hopkins Hospital, serving both private and ward patients, reported the

- highest ratio, 516 abortions per 1,000 total births.
bt Indications for hospital abortlons are shown in Table 2, which includes
““'data from two public hospitals, one private hospital, and one hospital seeing
' both private and ward patients. Maternal mental health was the commonest
'inﬂlcatlon for all hospitals, accounting for 93.7 percent of all cases. Two
. of the eight abortions pexformed for fetal indications at University Hospital
‘were the first reported because of rubé&la vaccine immunizations early in

L pregnancy.

V. STATE REPORTS

i . The ratios of abortions to live births in four of the five states that
passed new laws in 1967 and 1968 are shown in Table 3, California, with 35

‘”_hospﬁtal abortions per 1,000 live births in the first three quarters of '?%"

calendar year 1969, uhows a 2-1/2-fold increase over the 14 hospital abor-
; fﬁnuu per 1,000 live births done in the year immediately following law

SE -
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“done in the first year after enactment of their new law. Georgla also reported

‘Indications for abortions in these four states show that the majority
-(90 6 percent) of hospital abortions were carried out for maternal mental

« - health indications. By examining Tables 3 and &4 together it can be seen that
- the two states with the highest ratios of hospital abortions performed also ;-
'_=h:d'the greatest percentage carried out for mental health reasons. ‘)ﬁ

Age breakdown (Table 5) indicates that in three selected states large

uhproportlons of very young women received abortions in 1969. In all states at

least one~-fourth of the patients were age 19 or younger. More cases fell in
the 15-19 year age group than in the highly fertile 25-29 group. e
== ~In the three states reporting marital status, more ummarried women than

“’.marrlcd women received hospital abortions (Table 6).

N2 & LEGAL NOTES.

: In 1969, 29 states considered new abortion legislation. Five of these
" states~-~Arkansas, Delaware, Kansas, New Mexico, and Oregon-~-passed new laws.
Oregon became the first state to follow the recommendation of the American

'190011ege of Obstetrics and Gynecology, which makes the following allowance:

"in determining whether or not there is substantial risk (to the woman's

i phy sical or mental health), account may be taken of the mother's total environ-

ment, actual or reasonably foreseeable,"8 The other four states enacted laws
be:ed on the American Law Institute Model Penal Code: "A licensed physician

. is justified in terminating a pregnancy if he believes there is substantial

risk that continuance of the pregnancy would gravely impair the physical or

!7{menta1 health of the mother or that the child would be born with grave physical ox

mental defect, or that the pregnancy resulted from rape, incest, or other
-felonious intercourse. All illicit intercourse with a girl below the age of

Vr_-lﬁ;sﬁall be deemed felonious for purposes of this subsection."® These newly
.- enacted laws were similar to those already passed by California, Colorado,
. 'nGeorgla Maryland, and North Carolina in 1967 and 1968.

R Ten of 11 new state laws include possible danger to the mother's life as
an indication for abortion, 10 include threat to physical or mental health as

..an indication, and nine permit abortion for fetal jindications. All 1l state

laws permit abortion if forcible rape took place, incest is included as an

_filndlcation in nine states, and statutory rape in seven states.

.. 'Five states place upper limits gn the gestational time period durlng which
abortions may be performed. These limits range from 16 to 26 weeks. Committee
“action and/or consultation by other physicians is requlred by all but one.
i RQSLQency requizrements are specified by five states.
% (See Appendix A)-

VII. COMMENTS

Pata from the selected U.,S. hospitals and states show that hospital abortion
.pfﬂcticea have changed greatly and vary widely in different regienﬁ Pf the
reountry, It has been estimated that approximately 8, OOO abortlons a year were

! Xﬂ_f*téﬁision.s The 25 hospital abortions per 1,000 live births in Colorado repre=- _)%,
" .-.sents a twofold increase from the 12 hospital abortions ger 1,000 live births

i a higher ratio (2 abortions) in 1969 compared with the 8 months in 1968 fol]rvxngrj\
- 1aw revision when the ratio was 1 abortion per 1,000 live births.
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- end patients' attitudes toward abortion may. play as important a role as do K

"done ‘in U.S. hospitals in the years 1963-1965;1% in the first three quarters of
1962 one state=~~California--reported over 9,000 abortions 7 ,qé-g”
v i GE-

Hall in 1965 surveyed 60 American hospltals and documented the much

“higher ebortion ratio for private patients than for ward patients. 7 In these

hospitals (which accounted for 522,578 deliveries in the time period studied),

~the ratio of induced abortions to 1,000 deliveries was one for ward patients
ci-end three for private patients.12 In 1969, the three public hospitals shown
" in Table 1 reported 37 abortions per 1,000 live births. 1In the period 1957~

1961 the Johns Hopkins Hospital (ward and private) performed threpg abortions
per- 1,000 deliveries; the 1969 figures show nearly a 200-fold increase to 516

wabOVtions per 1,000 deliveries,

Hospital abortlon activity in these selected institutions and states do

" not correlate directly with recent legislative changes. New York is acting
“under an abortion law pasged in 1828, which permits abortion only to "preserve

the 1life of such female."!3 The Georgia law, passed in 1968 and based on the
ALT Model Penal Code, is broader than the New York law and somewhat more libe

- eral than the California law, which does not permit abortion for fetal indica-

~abortions in 1969 as Georgia did, and Bellevue Hospital in New York performed

tions. In spite of this, proportionally California reported 17 times as manyj]

nine times as many abortions as Grady Memorial Hospital in Atlanta. - -

‘Differences in attitude may explain these regional variations. The .1965 Nat-

ional Fertility Study of married women showed that the least favorable attitudes
toward abortion were found among "white Catholic women in the Midwest and th?
South. On the whole, women in the South are the most opposed to abortion," %

' Physicians' attitudes reflect the same regional difference. In May 1969,
“Modern Medicine conducted a survey of U.S. physicians regarding their views

on three sociomedical problems~—abort1on being one of the three. Of the —
27,741 physicians who answered the question, "Should abortion be available

- to any woman capable of giving legal consent upon her own request, to a

competent physician?", 51.0 percent answered with an unqualified "yes.," The

tiwo wegions of the country with the highest percentage of physicians answering |

_-'; with an unqualified "yes'" were the East (62.l percent) and the Far West (61.9 {
‘ pe*cenf) The two regions of the country with the lowest percentage of i

physicians answering with an unquallfled "yes" were the Southeast (40.4 percent)
~and the South Central (37.6 percent)., 15 Thus it is likely that physicians'

{

!

a1
\
\
\

‘recent legal changes in explaining regional differences in 1969 abortion

‘practices, : //,,4/

) \ITI ‘INTEPNATIONAL NOTES

Y
The 1967 Abortion Act, which went into effect in England, Wales, and
Scotland on April 27, 1968, permits a doctor to terminate a pregnancy if he

.and another doctor con91der'
"a, That the continuance of the pregnancy would involve risk to the

1ife of the pregnant woman, or of injury to the physical or mental health

. of the pregnant woman or any existing children of her family, greater than
. if the pregnancy were terminated; or

b, that there is a substant1a1 risk that if the child yere born it
would suffer from such physical or mental abnormalities as to be seriously

handicapped,'16
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In the first year after enactment of this law, 37,736 abortions were per-

'formed in England and Wales. Provisional live birth figures for this same

period were 819,272, for a ratio of 46 abortions per 1,000 live births. This
ratio is higher than the 27 abortions per 1,000 live births for the four states

.. reporting in the United States in 1969 and compares with recent figures from

Scandinavia as follows: Denmark (1968) 84 abortions per 1,000 live births,

‘Sweden (1968) 100 abortions per 1,000 live births. Other countries had even
sivaohigher ratlos° Japan (1967)=-=387, Hungary (1965)--1,356, _-and Czechoslovakia
{-N(1965)~-344.1 - | ;

’
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Table 1

Hospital Abortion Ratios

Selected Hospitals

"1, July - December 1969

g

USA, 1969
Grady Johns Los Angeles University
Bellevue Memorial Hopkins County of New York
(public) (public) ~(mixed) (public) _(private)
Hospital abortions 57 31 13178 560 110
: = W 3
Live births 1,261 5,7942 2,284 10,231 1,547
Hospital abortions/ g
1,000 live births 45 5 516 55 71
© .7, July 1968 - June 1969
. 2, Provisional 1969 figures
"3, Total births over 500 grams
Table 2
Hospital Abortions by Indication |
~Selected Hospitals
USA, 1969
: Grady Johns University
i ~ Bellevue Memorial Hopkins of New York Total
- Indication No. 2 No. % No. %2  No. L No. %
- Maternal mental ' .
7+ health 54 94.7 221 7140 628 96,8 90 4.:Bl.8 1945 93,7
‘Maternal physical
. ¢ health. 3. 53 3 9 9 1.4 12 10.9 27 3.2
" Risk of fetal -
-wi¢ deformity ; e e o= == Sip> dui2 8 7.3 16 1.9
"Rape or incest e ew 6 19.4 2.40:3 - e= -- 8 0.9
~'Other  ° e w0 T g R SR S9GL 82
" Total . 57 100.0 31 100.0 649 100.0 . 110 100.0 847 100.0
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Table 3
Hospital Abortion Razios
Selected States
. USA, 1969
' .
California1 Colorado Georgia Maryland
'Hospital abortions - 9,169 ai 946 ___'168 ] 2,1342
. Live births 264,750 38,3713 87,3233 - 68,4074
. Hospital abortions/ : i
1,000 1live births 35, 25 ) 2 T ol
-1, January -~ September 1969
2., July 1968 = June 1969
3. 1968 live birth figures
4, 1968 births over 500 grams
Table &4

Hospital Abortions by Indicaiion
Selected States

.1, January - September 1969

2. July 1968 = June 1969

USA, 1969
: ‘Californial Colorado Georgia Marxlandz Total

Indication No. 2 No. % No. % o, - % No. 2
Maternal mental : A :

health 8,497 92.7 692 73.2 105 - 62.5 1,956 91,7 11,250 1906
Maternal physical

. health 2571512 8 9319+ 958 24 14.3 119 5.6 493 4.0

Risk of fetal: : : ‘

deformity - - 43 4.5 30 T79 31 pads5 104 0.8
Rape or incest 415 4.5 78 8.2 9 5.4 15 Obfsod Si1 &2
Other e e= 40 4.2 - .- 13- . 036 53 0.4
Total 9,169 100.0 946 100.0 168 100.0 2,134 100.0 12,417 100.0

i s
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120 - 24

25 - 29
30 - 34
35 - 39
> 40
Unknown -

Total

1. January

Marital Status

Table 5

Hospital Abortions by Age
.Selected States

Married
. Unmarried
Uhknown

Total

UsA, 1969
ggljfornig} Colorado Georgia Total
No. % No. % No. % No. 2
221 5 2.5 42 bt bR 275 2.7
2,672 29,1 313 © 33,0 41 24,4 35,025 294
2,857  31.2 252 26.6 41 24.4 3,150 30.6
1,481 16,2 135 - 1453 Sie =t 2250 1,653 1651
944 10.3 95 10,0 : 23 1347 1,062 10.3
686 7.5 - R
: 98 10.4 : - 1,090 10.6
286 3.1 S e - e
16 02> 12 .3 - e 28 0.3
9,169 100.0 946 100.0 168 100.0 10,283 100.0
- September 1969
Table'B
Hospital Abortions by Marital Status
Selected States
USA, 1969
Californiat Colorado Georgila Total
No. % No. % No. % No. %
23315 25,2 237 25.1 o L4 .6 2,627 255
6,805 74.2 629 66.5 93 55.4 235217 73.2
49 0.5 80 8.5 - -- 129 1.3
9,169 100.0 946  100.0 168 100.0 10,283 100.0

"1, January - September 1969




Agnendix A

State

Arkansas

. California
Cglorado

Delaware

Georgia

Kansas

Maryland

p Mississippi
New Mexico

North Carolina

Cregon

* This summary
published by

Compﬁrison of State Abortion Laws
Passed in 1966 = 1969%
5.4,
Legal Indications
e : M
O o ¥ 3.5 — O 'E :3 8 I
) L el dad o & —- o = 2]
_0 15} Q — ] o o O 0 & o [}
S @ A= s .28 B8 ey BE ZE =
SR ~ = ) Ty 55 mA M e —
1969 / / J v/ v
1967 / Y / / /
1967 J / i / / /
- 1969. / / / v / o
1968 / { Y / /
1969 / Y 7/ v/ / v/ /
1968 / / / / v/ /
1966 v v v
1969 v v / / / / /
1967 / v/ P /
1969 / e T S SRR

Maximum
Week of

Pregnancy

v/ (20)

7/ (16)

. v/ (20)

/(26)

/(150
days)

Physician
Approval

/ x

v/

>
2/\
3 o
PR
22
/ (&)
/(&)
/
7/ (4)
/

is based on data contained in "Checklist of abortion laws in the United States"
the Association for the Study of Abortion, Inc., 1969.
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: 108 Rezd "Questions & Answers“-~dohitdEinsg basic information about pru-isis
suprort for Restoration Bill on abortien and will enable you to approach
legislators with a positive program, ofiz that goez beyond urging them meresly
to rastrict the present law.

Rer: ining information cn zheets contain supplementary information. BMost of
this should be used in ycur approach to legislators, since it stresses the
NEED FOR LAW TO PROTECT THEZ RIGHT 10 LIFE OPF TIIZ2 UNBORN - THE LEGISLATCRS
MUST' BE AWARE OF THEIR PROMINENT RESPONSIBILITY AND NOT ALLOW LIFE TO BE
AT °HE DISCRETION OF ANY OTHER IRDIVIDUAL OR INDIVIDUALS. STRESS THEIR
PRCTECTION AS LAWMAKERS IS SOLICITED I OPPCSING ANY TOT2AL REPEAL ABCRTIOR
LAV SUCH AS CERENSTEIN-LEICHTER (S2175, A31l€4).

Included are statements from doctors; Buprame Court Decision; etc.

2. A. Before visiting each legislator, theck his or her racord ¢a

apoxtion issue. Tha key to this list is rather long and complex - but that

is becauge e0 much information is packed into the list itself; how each

person voted on abeortion last year, what kinds of positive or negative bills

each one is sponsoring this ysar, how certain legislators answered varicus
estionnaires about both issues, ete.

B. Usge a positive approach - in addition to urging legizlators to
oppose strongly the total rapeal abortion law - urge thea to work actively
for passzage of the Donovan-Crawford Bills or similar restoration bills.

Iff a legislator reacts favorably to one such restoration bill, and is
not already sponsoring them, ask him or her to lend support by publicly
endorsing the bill (s). Epecifically, try to obtain the legislator's
signaturre on cne of tha shsets enclosed. If you get & signature on said
sheat (see place for legislator's signature) return to the registration
table. This will allow us to announce the growing support for Reatoration
Bill and here is whexre your lcbbying can have concrete results toward the
return of the regard for the sanctity for Human Life,

C. If a legislator is not available when you call, ask when you might
be able to return later in the day. In the meantime, leave one of the
*letters to legislators®, with your nama and address printed clsarly ca it.
Than txy to drop in again later in the afternoon. Additiocnal letters will
be available at the registration table. If it is your local legislator that
you cannot get tc see, ycu may want to try to make an appointmant to see him
or her later this week or on the weekand, in your home district.

WHOM TO_VISIT AND WHAT TO SAY;

A, Senator and Asger Representative. £ven if they alti#dy
support the Restoration Bill, thank them and urge them to work hard for

passage.

B, Key Committee heads (be sure to check their records tco)
For Restoration of Abortion Law to save the life of womsn only (in Codes
Committee.) " '
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Senator lompardi (46SD; rm 500-G) Chairman, Senate Health Committee.
Jrge him to recomiend the Restoration Bill $-2) and return dignity to man,
recommend that said bill would clearly be in tie act o. law, protecting life
--their foremost duty.

Assembiyman DiCarlo (49AD; rm 437), Chairmen, Assemnwly Codes Committee--
ae strongly opposes abortion. Yrge him to report out of committee the only
2iil that will restore the sanctity of life ond restore honor to our Capnito’
ch2 Doanovan-Crawrcord Restoraticen Bill.

>, legisliative 2eaders Urge them not to rel:nquish their primary role s
iawmaker - to protect life -~ each life depencent on their proper lawmaking.
“hay cannot allow any individual to weigh circumstances in deteruining who
shall not have life. Iaw must rem2in for the protection of life - each lif- -
and only law may justly protect the ianocent.

C. (contd.)

Senats Majority Leader Earl Bryduzs (52 SD)
Senate Minority Leader JgsepH Za'etzki (28 SD)

Assembly bpeaker Perry Duryeg {1 AD)
Assembly Majority Leader John Kingston (17 AD)
Assembly Minority Leader Stanley Steingut (41 AD}

2. Members of key committees especially £:10m youx general geographic areas
th2 Codes Committess: the Senate and Assemiiy-- Emphasize support ror tre

Doancvan-Crawford Bill to Codes members.

s Please iill out and return the follcw-up sheet so that the informatio
gathered can be shared among pro-life pecule. and do consider using the for:
ac Lhe bottow ¢l that sneet to join pro~lile movement which will insure tha:
2:i future unbcra infants snail have life, rightiully, legally, moraily.
tnecreticasily theirs.

REMINDER :

1f any legislator signs a statement of suppurt for either or both of thre
restoration bills, BRING IT AT ONCE TO SEEA'VWR DONOVAN'S OFFICE, ROCHM £17:
cromptness is very important!

s Flease register at Senator James Lorovar's coffice {(Room £17) so thag
you will pe sure to receive buttons and a:l information which will be veefu
in visiting legislators today. :
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Pahile

Hantington Sta., H. Y. 1174E

Prrorcae ’chsb ‘
AfT DYCU3s2 lives of unccrn culldran from
nceptica u?:‘J bi h b} 3:ate cr Pederel laws conasitutional

4 va 1
te declared iavelid on groonds of privacy. vaguensess;
E

Ziplenaslon of the Anendment
n3 cmendment is werded negativsiv. It does noi in Lisell protect
2%ern chlidren., What 1t 3ayz is tha® 1f' a govarnmenf zhcozes to

fed utborn cnlldran, 3&@; that pre.ecilon ls not 1iconstitutional,

The werzing of the smernauent 1s vadlect to chanje. “From scneedilon
a:til Birch™ wi.s spoczifi La‘l“ placed in the anendmer; to aveld the
piseibilicy thav tha vluress "unborm chilcerer” can btz interpretszd as
adplying only 22 a fatus of six or seven morths. "Faderal or siste
law" 1s specificalily mentioned to avnld 4he possitle ruling that only
the Federal government can pretect unborn erildren.
wiestlons:

“TTicaldntt a positive amendment be betilsr - thai s, an amendment
w.1ie2 would say that unborn zaildren are entitled to protect jOﬂg

211d cartainl; be preferadle, Quc“ an
E s vtrOﬂzced in Congrsss, and wa would sugppori:
preference to our cwn if it had a ~hance to te passed.

demember, nowever. Lhat a Co-stitutionsl Amsndment requi a
L1o=tuilrds votz in Congress and tihen a tio-thlrds voite in thTﬂF xor“***
0T the statse a,LsL“*u“A"e With tne p-e ent qt”anbtu of the pro=-aborti.n
©rrces in compunications and publliz relatnions, could we reallstically
etrech such 5 vots for the pro-liie posi.ion;

3 opesltivoe amendment weild ajnoss certzionly moet'sich ck jactions
a3 MWhet 2tous the wemen who i3 rapeddt or ‘What adout the woman
Dl : terrlibly Tesausec vhe del.lsves her cinlld will be
sfes At chils polnt, there nignt een be danger tuat a positive
anc up eubiorizing %3 w.lling of undern childron in
cartain clrcam

wancas,

A nezative anendment avolds this pr blem. The perscn wie bellove:
¥ t uncera chiid should Fa prot:ctad at all timas "ouAﬁ vote for
1 thous eny anvendonment ol vrinel:ls. At "e sare. tims, She ps
i 22ievay ti2 undern child should be arctasted in scre L‘::v ste
b of in cthers could yote £ > what th arxendmarnii &L.“ﬂp L3k
= ? tacit To the 3%tate liglsla.ure: the power that unitil .Dcant\QA
z 2g:umal thiey had - Lhs powar S0 pess lews nroteciing unborn e
This smendrent, thsn, 1s an attempt to unlte behind one proposal xll
» pgepla vixo F0 pot want unrestricted sbovtion. (By the way, 1t say:
novhiang abcut the ecnabitutionality ol laws which pex ﬁit the destrusticn
¢ the urborn. The grounds for a legal :hallange tc permissive sbortion
Daved on the rlsihtz of the cnild would 23411 exist.)
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